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inicips , . moved to the ( rt House in : 
in municipal courts are l se in quote fr ‘orpus fic 
: eee, ems , womens A : vast ‘ t rom Corpus Juris Secun- 
overned by the Supreme Elizabeth. Th office for Tescued the man set upon by gum a stand urd morc 
: aaah a 1 : see 74 sf t Ve: } ead = ce cine e Ulll, ¢ stallGal au I y on 
al Rules which supersede each of parts is in thiev Ss bound up his wounds the law. ‘This ts what! ry ids 
‘ nsistent statutes Rocm 108 and the phone num-/ 24 given him shelter, presently grb ee nat i holds 
” rg as ag her j Nise ae Pre “ya! went to see his lawyer. * ‘One who undertakes to care fot 
_R. S 39:5-25 and 39:5-8 are ber is Eli 00 Ext. 146, "*™ mabaehasiee an ill or injured person is bound 
onic “oa hed . ‘ ae eae od $24, A } . . OU 
superseded by Rules 8:4-1(a and 149 I'm being sued for damages,” to use reasonable care.’ ” 
and *:4-3 respectively and the Part 1. th in office of the| he explained. “The man I saved “But I only did it f 
2 - i : : ecunneed eye ‘ s Se + o ations i t out : 
sther pertinent Rules in Part 8 ‘b) provide that yy court, conti in its former Wants $5,000, claiming that the ssid adh aie re ” J 0 une 
suc s 4-1. $:3-2, $:3-3 and nmons shall be sioned e|+ yCatlol it House and W ounds” festered, and that he the Good Sa He Raising “| oe : 
QI ey : : oe Part 4 conti in its location! ®roke his large toe falling out of : , ee Sere ss 
mn g 2] f Ste ; a a : ‘ the bed w mae , : ‘ pay ior lt 
— One rrested by an_ officer in his name and signed by ,. at the City H in Plainfield the bed wherein I had carelessly M ; 
_on 5 me and signed by I sical obi itn ere iy Re “Makes no difference,” stated 
wit! t warrant may be sub- ered by ’ \ U S S Cc ; 5 4 aii d Alm He has no case, of Peni scone ri el . 2 — C 
ANTE 1e lawye l e agaln: ‘One 
set tly charged with drunk- complaints. It is th I ) 3. supreme Cour plits sacri who acts \ saa yp agin 
< : : ; . T} ee ee se who acts voluntarily or gratuit 
en ving and given a sum- these rules that the magistrate On Disbarment For The lawyer listened gravely | ousiy neve rthel i h pre 
2 64 Pten sees A a See Ore eer Prete ae Ai! 7ve 1eSS Nas tne t 
mi n the form prescribed by ne authorized to take com- Contempt Excuse me,” he said, “while T to exercise care. a1 4 bree v 
eed ise ‘ See ae eit) xercise care, and Is lable for 
the les (Uniform Traffic plaints may issue either a sum- a consult the books injury resultine fron phescage si 
ae : PS ie jury resulting from his failure 
Ti‘ and may be tried mol! ra warrant to bring be- rhe VU. 8. S e Court, by After a while he returned, looK- to qo so’” ; 
the fter on the date to which S e one irged an evenly t in In re even more grave. “I’m afraid we'd us 
- : ' 4 e : sf se  ~ il petter mak oer But I'm no doctor!” cried the 
ae the he magistrate adjourned with a viola R.S. 39:4-50, Isserma Abraham Petter make a settlement if We poor gan Id “ 
' ; ADraham) ——;, . a Ra poor Samaritan, “* i the 
the uring. nd the summons procedure ehid ile o he can, he advised, he’s vot a ional dic h 
i 4 4 ah if ae 
is aan - f i here Cc + .., gOOd polnt on us 
1 rom an pinl la any “That even wor : k 
ee rae? a ats even worse sroKe 1 
S JAD. rendered Supre also 2 » is dis- You're not serious, of course, Sine hence ae 0 7 a I vers 
\ppellate Div. St Rule ae” be dis-| Said the humanitarian lightly a ee ee ee 
ie : 3 ; man assuming ne role anc 
4 r the Stat J ) é yr irn day of *¢ before: (he | —*— duties of a doctor and neg] 
is 4 a : 1eS O11 a octor ¢ | Tene! 
npnellant——F tors he y. Supreme Court less } shows aoe 
appella F h pape af he on Court of Appeals gently causing aggravation of in- 
~ nav ad e } 200A Case ary Ss- jWry ean : ageadl } } 
A ; n ae : > siete Amends Rule 18 Jury Cannot avali himself of the 
appeals fron 10 more than 10 day oe — Set le eee defense of having used the stand- 
convicting him f that further adjournments shall J. Si ( t for his " er ee ard of skill and care Hk 
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AU m8 Meeting preceeding, such transcript ag ] : : 
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grounds: (1) 1 P Giana FN ? then crdered ithe 40 days a he heard a cry for help. Not 
a : f S I is Tyre Ru aetEy j ; ter service of the petition for re- fr "es i aa = 
been taken ) I rgument cn S Involv- : i from shore a poor soul was going 
- S speak ; lev upor the nev } rd 7 Pets , é oe 
id issued, (3) t : ; P ed. As we obs« firming | * pon the agency, board, down for the third time. The 
cee Nags te ae LVI1GE and Its Recent De- ,, ¢ ' commission or officer, or within imanitarian’s impul \ 
irisdiction because +3 he contem} es such | humanitarian’s impulse was tc 
ned the case Be ( t Bat Ass ins conduct mdemn-| >. . vi — ume as the court IN jump in to the rescue. But he 
nag gee Ri ha eee ae + l bar ASS9I 1a- oq by ever has ex-|? s discretion and with or with- conquered his natural inclina- 
~ ‘rant. The mot — - ri PM. amined this 1 duty out motion or notice may fix. The tion in time and continued on- 
h rant I mo 1 l 8:1: M ‘ transerint 28 » record oar en oe — 1 ee ae 
- 1d defendant did Or I Clu ) review the have | tanscript of the record on re- ward. In this inhuman behaviot 
ace anil ! i y :dditiona es con-| VIEW Shall include the entire re- he had the solid support of the 
aii LLLE 110 ai iii 1 K ¢ S K eor 1Y he nr »ped o hefore the lat . + 
I t eontends tha : c : ord in the proceeding before the law, for most of our state courts 
Gee ccdeehens esnhm be s (Continued 3) j agency, board, commission or ol- agree with Indiana’s that: ‘One 
IY. Om Ze apprenen ficrer wh eY sO required by the wl er + aan” “ 
thar hy see a ae qT) I when ( I 1] I tn who sees another in peri is 
her by arres . - ead SPE ‘ 
ei es ng agp Uniform Divorce Law Draft Approved by applicable statute. In review pro- not under any legal obligation to 
irrant, or Dy Summ ots th + cabal ¢ ‘ 3 > 99 
int and that steer Women Lawyers in which the applicable attempt to rescue such person 
= without paeea es stat i not require the All this may seem fantastic to 
Vill UL Waildall rt . . sCOKT r T troy +} . . t ; 
ad cai i CHICAGO ‘ACCN The Na- in property ouded, | tra he record on re- the average layman who con- 
cai oe seek ional Assn. of Women Lawyers and lew the entire record ceives of law and justice as being 
superfluous and inef- } CE ip man ape : : Sas aoe ad ; ; a 
se oa car: , be J has approved the principles and b. WHEREAS tinua-| the shall include the’ Synonymous. But actually they 
veiel Air aud U + q Tri . ; ; ] i” } ys J ! ¥ 
hat having b ee area ed Uniform Di- tion of a marria yetween two| Pleadings, evidence and proceed- may be poles apart. A man who 
ha aving been a sat tte eee om . : } 
pa e bill. reproduced hereunder. parties which yecome un-|ings before the agency, board, touches a live wire may pay the 
aa sie sh Furthe onsideration of the bearable to the mav be ommissior or officer. or such extreme penaity at ‘ording to 
aa -8 the magistrate A xs cee Ps : A ' ; Bree if . 
, fee ein a »pped the agenda for infair to the if any.| portions thereof (a) as the peti- natural law, bu it willi not 
-! sic eae ie oa NB. er meeting of NAWL and may be to the|tioner and the agency, board, necessarily be justice. So with 
a rrest and not having Saag ae ere 4+ ; = : ade lai Thev’ t 
: oS ‘ eld Feoruary 20-22 at Chicago. State. and ‘ommission or officer concerned Man-made laws. They're meant 
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issued thereon This as The Uniform Divorce Ac : ‘ oe Hee - ; Learned Hand was a young man 
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: : j y mote uniformity law with record be filed. f sai } } 
matters of procedure. laws of divorce are most confus- porarence there: , of a decision he had handed 
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BIGESTS OF RECENT OPINIONS {ity of people when they say U.S. District Court Decisions 


that a person has a college ed- 

WORDS & PHRASES — pron begun another four year;ucation or has a college degree i 
education” ordinarily means| course leading to the degree of'mean that he has taken and Procedure—Statutes. Process—Practice 
the four year undergraduate | doctor of medicine. The issue is!completed a regular course of Plaintiff sues for treble dam- Suit was instituted in Nove 
course following high school} whether the cost of the medical| study on the undergraduate level ages under the Housing and Rent ber 1952 on a cause of acti. 
leading to a bachelor’s degree, school is included in the testa-|that is open to students coming Act of 1947 as amended on July arising out of the Elizabeth olan 
or to an engineering degree. | mentary directive to contribute | directly from high school and 31, 1951. The suit is based on crash in December 1951. Servic 

EVIDENCE —WILLS —Evidence | “toward the expense of a college that he has been awarded the overcharges made prior to and on defendant was effecte 
of a testator’s declarations of | education”. bachelor’s degree to which the after July 31, 1951 but within the der NJ.S.A. 6:5-3 by serving . 
what he intended by the lang-| The trial court received over course leads, and so completed statutory one year limit before Sec. of State of New } re 
uage used in his will and how! objection testimony of the,his college education. They do the filing of suit. The defendant NJ.S.A 6:5-3 became effec: 
he intended to dispose of his! draftsman of the will relating to'not mean education in a grad- contends that since the suit in- May 16, 1952 and provide: zp 
property is not admissible in| conversations with the testatrix'uate school such as a school of volves less than $3000. and the any corporation not auth oriz:-[ie 














jurisdiction of this court could’ to do business in New rss 


construing the will. jin which she said she was mak- | medicine. It is in this sense that 

Digested from an opinion by|ing provisions in her will so that|Mrs. Kuvin used the term in her not be invoked in such causes for which shall cperate  air»plap: F 
Bigelow, J.A.D. rendered April 6. | defendants would contribute to} Will. Defendants are not obligat- smaller amounts until the July over this state, by such er: 
1953. Appellate Div. Kuvin v. Ku-| Sanford’s education “until he be-|ed to contribute to Sanford’s 31, 1951 amendment, which gave’ tion constitutes the Secre? ry : 
vin. For respondents—Maxwell|came a doctor”. Testimony was] medical education. the court jurisdiction to en-/State as its agent for the tryin | 
M. Albach. For appellants—Har-|also received from Sanford’s| Reversed. tertain such suits regardless of of process in any civil actor; 
ry Green. | mother and others that testatrix/ a the amount involved, no over- the courts in this state arisi-z, 

This is a will construction|had said she would see to it! CORPORATIONS — PROCESS — charge made prior to July 31, of any accident, in, or ove> th 
matter. Mrs. Fannie Kuvin by;that Sanford got a medical ed-| A foreign corporation which 1951 can be recovered herein. state. Defendant concede: ;: 
her will directed her sons to pay | ucation. | did business in New Jersey Held: The 1951 amendment operating planes over New ‘ers I 

when the cause of action arose was a procedural amendment. and is now amenable to ry Mc 


certain sums “toward the ex-| Held: The testimony as to tes-| 
pense of a college education” | tatrix’s statements was incom-| is subject to the jurisdiction of Procedural statutes generally under this statute, but rgy-f Ap 

for their nephew, Sanford Kuvin,| petent. | our courts in a cause arising operate retrospectively, in the that since the statute did r >t ». 
the said sums to be contributed) 6. statute of wills requires | absence of language to the con-/ come effective until after tne -. 
until Sanford “completes his col-/1144: 4 will be in writing. The} be Served in such cause by trary. The procedural statute in cident here involved, it nef st 
lege education”. rules as to the admission of a serving an officer here in ac- force at the time of suit or trial applicable and that to m ike I 
The defendants made the re- trinsic evidence in aid of inter-} ¢ordance with our statutes governs. Accordingly the 1951 applicable would be to c2priyf yor 
valet | though it has since ceased to amendment governs and the suit defendant of vested right W 


out of such business and may 
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sac si Ss s i]] lie not onlv r overe eS . , . 
transact business here will lie not onl for overcharges Held: There is authorit; 
made after the amendment but ing that where there is 


i contributions until their : a 
quired | ontributions until the |pretation of a will are: 
nephew completed his four year 
undergraduate course culminat- xf ie dea stents ‘intel etic Reni airs vaeelanbines tae 
ing in the B.A. degree. He has, 82'ding his testamentary inten- i et aati Sea aegscs  PPR m BAGR TR ER TEL B deg ee 

= [tion are inadmissible except in, Eastwood, S.J.A.D. rendered April pee for ag made prio! a sonal service, jurisdiction 

° ° la - 3 oY AT or l T > : i ¥ p 
case of latent ambiguity as to/6, 1953. Mayflower v. Thor and gy pee <x — — acquired over a person no 
: aaa siae Ep ra Pett 
the identity of a person or thing,|Segal. For respondent Thor- hea ae Civil 302 i anger ciled within the state on!» jf; 
- , y rtchorne aret : 23 
y Judge Hartshorne March 24, statute making provision fr ser. 


(1) Testator’s declarations re- 
























when such declarations may be} Thomas J. Brogan. For appellant i: 
proved to identify the person sid be Daniel G. Kasen (Kasen, 1953. vice other than personal is : a 
thing named in the will. Schnitzer & Kasen, attys). ——— existence at the time the cays Cort 
(2) Proor is admissible of the rior to March 1950 Mayflow- while so engaged in business in| of action arises. But those hol. as 
situation existing when the will|er was a distributor of Thor pro- this state. The fact that it there- | ings are distinguishable. In thoe[f =" 
Invest was made—testator’s surround-!ducts and the Morris S. Segal after withdrew from New Jersey cases there was just a sing'e cas. 
profitably || ings, his property and the con-/ Corporation, a New York Corp- @oes not in ‘alidate the service ual act involved resulting :n i : 
dition of his named beneficiaries.| oration, was its sole sales agent ol process on its president, a jury, as distinguished from acs °° 
2 ry (3) Extrinsic evidence is not| for Thor products in New Jersey New Jersey resident. performed by those doing bus- 
2 10 | | allowed to override the will or to Mayflower instituted this action| When a foreign corporation! ness in the state. Here, defen. 
latest rate set up an intention inconsistent|to restrain Thor from terminat-/ voluntarily enters a state and/ant has continued to carry on i: 
Pee A avitiy it. | ing its franchise. Thor was given | engages in business there it sub- aircraft operations in the sta 
Funds Insured up to $10,000 The receipt of evidence of a | leave to file a counterclaim mits itselt to the Valid laws of and ed a —. 
by U. S. Govt. instrumentality | testator's declarations of what|against Segal and Mayflower.) such state and to the jurisdiction agate ter } ay 6. 52 co! 
and process of its courts to the tO accept service of ( 


: . |! he intended by the language used | making Segal an additional de- 
Transactions may be handled by mail in his will and how he intended | fen ijant. The counterclaim was) extent required by such laws. 
FREE PARKING at Kinney Garage to dispose of his property, has|based on acts and conduct of) As early as 1855 our former Su- 
Your account or inquiry invited been condemned. Segal during a period when it preme Court held that a foreign service under the statu 
Little proof was submitted] was assertedly doing business in corporation having voluntarily causes arising before the statu: 
an- While it was doing business bol 


MOHAWK concerning the situation existin? | New Jersey. entered the jurisdiction of 
when testatrix — a oa The summons and copy of the other state and Oe busi- the state. 
insic evidence given alas] , a) 9i7 were serve ness there, the courts of that : 
SAVINGS and Loan Assn. The eee © rage will et counterclaim were served on a. soaks Se ae There can be no vested rigt 
little in interpreting 5°! Segal on June 27, 1952 by making Staie | _Jurisdiction over the| 9: to be served. Service of pr 
there made and that 


through the Secretary of Sta:ge --*" 
and rendered itself amenable fF 2°“ 





























40 COMMERCE ST., NEWARK 2, N. J. UTE ROR aes alate , : OORT 
Mitchell 2-3650 |the meaning commonly attach-| orvice thereof on its president contracts hat | cess is a matter of adject : 

4 Philip Klein, President 7 jed to the term college education) .. 1:. nome in Deal. New Jersey. ‘he fact that the corporation had dealing with procedure Me,, 
| =+ } ¢ te e ores a- x ‘ a ee ceased t transact business in a : ae ae 

imust be adopted. The great mz Segal moved to dismiss the — Pheieapese Prvncay igo are no vested rights in matte: ing 

ee fan inc -jencyv we stave, Gdes not or tne rea- : = 

counterclaim for insufficiency = ioe ~~ — ee of procedure. Changes in proces: -- 4) 

dak Pgeeac Se pei ;- ure operate to control al! pre-f -2m; 


of process and lack 


N service (oe eile pe ene ae 
NATIONAL SURETY CORPORATIO jurisdiction. The trial court con- thereon in that state. This hold- ceedings then pending or 





. pote alg . ; ' ‘ea Mies rpora- ing has been followed since. 

S pecializing in the Evecution of cluded that ae — igri hict after commenced regard 

; : ade , tion was doing business in Ne A foreign corporation which! y ' : tion 
Fiduciary and Court Bonds Pca thal: slosh ee ete Ge ee ee 
ty Jersey and that service of p transacts business in another The requirements as to 
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therefore, being a foreign corp- 
oration, it was not amenable to 
process in New Jersey. . en importance. 
The evidence makes it clear 
that Segal was doing business in 
New Jersey at the time the cause Ifyou think thatour experience in these matter 
of action arose, and the cause at 
arose out of actions of Segal 
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DIGESTS OF RECENT OPINIONS 


WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION— 
CONSTITUTIONAL LA W — 
Service on a non-resident em- 
ployer through the Secretary 
of the Workmen’s Compensa- | pow 
tion Division as provided by R.’ st 
§, 34:15-55.1 is constitutional con 
and valid where the employ- the 














the U.S. Supreme Court 
held such statute is not 
Stitutional as it is within 
er of the legislature to fo 
employment except 
ions in order 
State’s established 








Our former Supreme Court and | 
have |} 
uncon- 


the 
rbid 


upon 
to effectuate 
public 


ment contract was entered into and that the act contains 
in New Jersey and called for it requirement and pro- 





es both within and out- 
he state, even though in- 
ccurred outside the state. 
—Under Rule 3:81-8 ap- 
o the Appellate Division 


serv 
side 
jury 
APPES 
peal 


> notice to 
th the 





ese 





he accident occurred outside 












the employer 


requirements 


decis- 


because 


the 


from any State Administrative 
Agency is provided in any case state. That fact is immaterial 
in which under our former since the employment agreement 
practice review was available was made within the state and 
by rogative writ. -alled for services both within 

Re A ial ... and outside the state 

Bice ee Pgh gine abe Lastly appellants contend the 
not have 


ae se Appellate Division does 
1953. Appellate Div. ADD a as 

Hoffner. For 
rritt Lane. Jr 


Isidor Kalish 





lrisdiction to hear 
Prior to Sept. 15, 1948 
f ar ard of the Compensa 
the accident 











4u where 






















































aise oc- 
Ha n, a resident of Ne yutside the state was by 
Jerse ed a petition with th rari and review of an order 
Workn.en’s Compensation Divis- ion for dismissal 
1g compensation for in- on the ground 
stained while he was istion was also 
yn his employer’s cot- though no 
g Maine. Service was made was involved. 
ppellants as a non-resi- 1947 Constitu- | 
zen iployer by serving the) tion the Supreme Court provided 
Seer y of the Division in ac-';, pyle 3:81-2 for procedure in 
: with the provisions of lieu of prerogative writs that 
25S 15-55.1 as amended. The he review theretofore available 
appeared solely for th€!by prerogative writ and not 
f contesting the juris-| Gvereq by the Rules. shall be 
the Division and mov- = i] action in the 
od t ismiss the petition Bl tow ivision of the Superior 
ind: (1) that the em-) court. Rule 3:81-8 provides that 
id not been served per- Review of the fi : decision or 
New Jersey, q (2 yn of any State Administra- 
ee “eres Sear e Agency shall be by appeal 
yer of her rights under +, the Appellate Division .. .” 
Amendment in that the pis pyle provides for appeal to 
iolates the due process the Anneli Divi from any 
4 the 14th Amendment.!o,.., ‘4 Sel 
The ity director held 
D had jurisdiction a 
t matter and the par- ve writ 
: the employer appeals. 7, used in 
T! loyer also instituted Rule v proce- 
lieu of prerogative wri RipRye in “final de- 
the action of the Dep- ie .* was formerly 
vor able by prerogative writ 
A nts hired respond I urt has jurisdiction to 
. ey to act as cn Teul ecid appeal 
and | yman about their home a 
1 Al irst, N.J. as long as they = as 
i here, and thereafter CONTEMPT — SENTENCE — A 
perl the same duties for sentence to State Prison for 
aem their home in Mains criminal contempt must be for 
Petit r performed his duties gq maximum and minimum 
rere about 2 weeks and term as required by N. J. S. A. 





drove e appellants to ine} 94-164-17. 
d there acting 


man ained the 


as nanday- 

injuries in- a misdemeanor subject to 

R.S. 34:15-55.1 les as 

non resident empl 

r a resident employer 

nonresident after the 
of an injury to an 





other misdemeanors. 
sae ner 


cur 
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od from a 

ndered April 
. State v 
te—George A. G 














emp!) who shall or shall have se 
emp, any person within this 1951 defendant 
tat 1 be deemed thereby to ‘ the Monmou 
th secretary of the} County of contempt 
r Ss compensation bureau’ facie uriae and sentenced 
as Nl ent for the acceptance! the Prison for one y 
J: pr s in any proceeding un-/ The issue posed is whet 
ae act by any such em-| such fixed sentence is proper. 


nd that the secretary Held: R. S 


turn mail such process | that all 
tered mail to the em-json, except sentences for 
°. shall be fora maximum 





this appeal 


review 


tinn 
LiOll 





—A contempt in facie curiae is 


the 


Same provisions as to sentence 


iam 
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ray. 
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th 
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ear. 
her 


2:192-4 provides|der Rule 3:80-2 a con 
sentences to State Pri-| “Shall be prosecute 


life, 
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Page Three 


DISBARMENT FOR CONTEMPT 


| 

(Continued from page 1) 
demning such conduct—the un- 
animous opinion of the New Jer- 


sey Supreme Court, speaking 
through Chief Justice Vander- 


bilt. 

“Our rule puts tl 
respondent to show 
why he should 
Let us examine 
vanced as meet 


It is said that 


> burden upon 
200d cause 
be disbarred. 
reasons ad- 
that burden. 
sspondent has 





already been punished enough 
for his contemp nd that to 
disbar him is excessive, vindica- 


There is no 
ndividual to 

there a 
to protect it- 
as an 
That to 


there is 


tive punishment 
vested right 
practice law 
right in the Cour 
self, and hence society, 
instrument of 


the individual disbarred 


Rat is 





a loss of status is incidental to 
the purpose Court and 
cannot deter the Court from its 
duty to strike from its rolls one 
who has engaged -onduct in- 
consistent with tandard ex- 


pected of the Court. 


In so doing, we lay down 
a rule of disbarment for mere 
contempt; rat have con- 
sidered the basi iture of the 


actions which ontemptu- 

yus and their relationship to the 

functioning of idiciary. 
“The absence Jiracy is 








given as a er id against dis- 
barment. Nothil in our rules 
refers to conspiracy as a factor. 
To make it the turning point in 
this disbarment roceeding 

) our stat- 


would be tantan 








that recu sobedience 
is not cause sbarment un- 
less accompanie -onspir- 
acy.” 

Extract from dissenting opin- 
ion by Justice Jackson. 

“We think this rt should not 
accept for it: trine that 
conviction of npt per se is 
ground for a lisbarment. It 
formerly held, ir n opinion by 
Mr. Chief Justice Marshall, that 
a lawyer shoul e admitted to 
this bar even 1ough for con- 


tempt he had lisbarred by 


distri 


a federal action 

‘ one whicl he court do 
not mean to say is not done 
for sufficient that it is 
not one of a serious character: 
but this court dos 10t consider 
itself authorize punish here 
for contempts may have 
been committed in that court.’ 
Ex parte Tillingha 4 Pet. 108, 
109. The remedy ‘ourtroom 


contempt should be prompt and 
direct punishment proportioned 
to the offense. Isserman has been 
severely punish His penalty 
has included wha rare in the 
punishment of rs’ con- 











minimum term 
Court was of the I that 
R.S. 2:192-4 does n apply to a 
|sentence imposed -ontempt. 
A criminal contempt is a pub- 
lic wrong. It i misdemeanor 
;}and may be pr on in- 
|dictment like other crimes. Un- 
temy 
n the action 
Nid. SA 





County 


-uted 





}in which it occurs 


|2A:85-7 provides that one con- 
| Victed of a misdemeanor shall 
{be punished by fine of not 





more than $1,000 or by imprison- 
;ment for not more than 3 years, 
or both”. N.J.S.A. 2A:164-17 pro- 
vides that a sentence to 
| State Prison is imposed, it “shall 
be for a maximum and minimum 
term, except sentences for 
the minimum to be not less than 
| one year and the maximum to be 
no more than maximum 
prescribed for the offense. 

Since the offense of which de- 
fendant was ivi is a mis- 
demeanor and the sentence im- 
posed was one of confinement 
in State Prison, fixed sent- 
ence of one erroneous. 
A minimum and imum must 
| be fixed if sentence is to be to 
| State Prison. 

Remanded for imposition 
|appropriate sentence 


where 


i¢ 
aad 


ise 





/ 





year is 


max 


of 





| tempts—a substantial jail sen-| 


tence. 

“We do not recall any previous 
instance, though not venturing 
to assetfthat there is none, 
where a lawyer has been disbar- 
red by any court of the United 
States or of a state merely be- 


cause he had been convicted of | 
a contempt. But we do know of| 


occasions when members of the 
bar have been found guilty of 
serious contempt without their 
standing at the bar _ being 


brought into question. It will suf- | 


ficiently illustrate the point to 
refer to the tactics of counsel for 
the defense of William M. Tweed. 
Those eminent lawyers deliber- 
ately and in concert made an 
attack upon the qualifications of 
Presiding Judge Noah Davis, 
charging him with bias and pre- 
judice. At the end of that trial, 
after he had pronounced sent- 
ence on Tweed, Judge Davis de- 


clared several defense counsel 
guilty of contempt. Not one of 
these lawyers, apparently, was 


subjected to disciplinary proce- 
edings in consequence of that 
judgment. Among them was 
Elihu Root, later to become one 
of the most respected of Ameri- 
can lawyer-statesmen, and Wil- 
lard Bartlett, destined to become 
Chief Judge of the New York 
Court of Appeals. These two were 
excused from any penalty, be- 
yond a lecture on their ethics, 
on the ground of youth and dom- 
ination by the seniors—a rebuke 
perhaps more humilating than a 
sentence. One of the seniors who 
participated in the contempt, 
and certainly one of its chief 
architects, was David Dudley 
Field. He later was elected presi- 
dent of the American Bar Asso- 
ciation. 

“There has been hue and cry 
both for and against 
yers for Communist defendants. 
There are those who think the 
respectability of the bar requires 
their expulsion. There are those 
who lament that any punish- 
ment of their conduct will so 
frighten the legal profession 
that it will not dare to discharge 
its duty to clients. We make com- 


mon cause with neither. In de- 
fending the accused Commu- 


nists, these men were performing 
a legitimate function of the legal 
profession, which is under a duty 
to leave no man without a de- 
fender when he is charged with 
crime. In performing that duty, 
it has been adjudged that they 
went beyond bounds that are tol- 
erable even in our adversary sys- 
stem. For this, Isserman has paid 
a heavy penalty. 


these law-| 


“If the purpose of disciplinary 
| proceedings be correction of the 
delinquent, the courts defeat the 
purpose by ruining him whom 
{they would reform. If the pur- 
pose be to deter others, disbar- 
ment is belated and superfluous, 
for what lawyer would not find 
deterrent enough in the jail sen- 
tence, the two-year suspension 
from the bar of the United States 
District Court, and the disap- 
proval of his profession? If the 
disbarment rests, not on these 
specific proven offenses, but on 
atmospheric considerations of 
general undesirability and Com- 
munistic leanings or affiliation, 
these have not been charged and 
he has had no chance to meet 
them. We cannot take judicial 
notice of them 

“We would have a different case 
here if the record stood that Is- 
serman, with others, entered into 
a deliberate conspiracy or plans 
to obstruct justice. But that 
charge has been found by the 
Court of Appeals to lack support 
in the evidence, and again in the 
disciplinary proceeding in Dist- 
rict Court it was not found to be 
proven. What remains is a find- 
ing that he was guilty of several 
unplanned contumacious  out- 
bursts during a and bitter 
trial. 

“Perhaps consciousness of our 
own short patience makes us un- 
duly considerate of the failing 
tempers of others of our conten- 
tious craft. But to permanently 
and wholly deprive one of his 
profession at Isserman’s time of 
life, and after he has paid so 
dearly for his fault, impresses 
us aS a severity which will serve 
no useful purpose for the bar, 


iong 


the court or the delinquent”. 
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eaaiei Not Adequately Trained, Report Says 











sb ABA Eas, eate es 
Law Schools’ Shortcomings Set |in its traditional form, has been i misun- 
Forth In Survey Report discredited and no satisfactory dé 1g was 
replacement has been found a US tees o! 
San Francisco Law Schools Pre sent objectives for legal ed yar a é rv con- 
do not adequately prepare their ucation are not clear in Sicerea the p news- 
students for the practical skills maj ‘oblems are uns st 10 seemingiy 
required for the practice of law, Harno writes. They are iloof. It seemed 
according to “Legal Education in conservation of the ide Ss that editors and 
the United States.” a book pub- pre-legal years he fusion of irded Freedom 0! 
lished here today by Bancroft- legal and non-legal materials 1 eternal monolith 
Whitney Company for the Amer- and the over-all length of the ne pubilcists were 
‘an Bar Association’s Survey of period of study in preparatior nt in the unex- 
the Legal Profession. for the bar.” of the press from 
Albert J. Harno of Urbana, II- Ineptness in dealing with facts spate seinen 
vi » 


Jew York. The 











linois, for the past thirty- is the greatest weakness of a : es 
one years Dean of the University young law school graduate, he So were man} 
of Illinois Law School, is the au- writes. Law schools can help this ae eee mae =e ‘ 
thor. He bases his findings upon situation by teaching more hat Freed alas the Pres 
four years of nation-wide re- | “skill” courses such as drafts- COWG@ De Upsé _Some said yes 
search by more than fifty trained manship and legislation, and by S°Me said no. At any event, iad 
men. Part of this research was promoting legal aid clinics and Pee Rhee ee eee 
the inspection of every law school legal referral plans where stud- gti among the practition- 
in the nation enis deal with problems of per- pe Bee ers cnt ‘imate in which 
‘The lawyer is no longer prim- Sons they meet face to face t] aaenes on aad for bgt 
arily an advocate,’ writes Dean Legal Education “Barometer” =n 27 1933. tl sae wears 

Harno. “Only a relative few of Harno calls andards of ad- ifter Judge Rifkind’s warning 
the profession devote themselves mission to the bar the “baro- atthe an all-day Conference on 
to court procedure and the trial, meter” for standards of legal ed- yp: m: ad Wy Siac eee 
of cases. ‘The lawyer of today is ucation. “The development o iced paeBeride pon ccna ri 
a counselor, draftsman, negotia- legal education in this country *> oi-h nationallv-famous news- 
tor, and planner. has been and will continue to b anv ai the New York Daily 
The first neg - bsacge Edu- nei gee the status ane Ces anil . New York Post pre- 
cation in the Jnited States’, change in status of the stand- SE an ae sia? aD. 
traces the development of legal ards of bar admission.” ented their siti a 
education from English institu-. The main obstacle retarding a Wo id, came +0 Sapcemn nar opin- 
tions through the “formative raising of these standards, ac- ;,,. 4 start was made toward 
(late Eighteenth Cen- cording to Harno, was and is the ial exploration of an area 
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boy” argument 
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chapters are devoted the case the bieger the economic barr ot M. Otterboure. said 

method, the impact of profes- to wé rthy but poor young MeN thot sere are some abuses 0! 

sional organizations, criticisms such as John Marshall and Abra- 

of modern legal education, and ham Lincoln. are allowed to operate by th 

an appraisement of today’s law) MHarno traces the origin of this ious states in which they 

schools. argument back to the days of exist hey will continue to be a 
Criticisms of Law Schools the Jacksonian “democracy” - legal 
The Survey's inspectors con- when respect for a formal educa- 

cluded that law schools were sub- tion was low and the fact that 

ject all men had an “inherent right” 


to these criticisms 

1 Unclear as 1ims of 
education; 
Admission 
ally too quan 
of qualitative: 


took hold 

to the “poor 1 
that exceptional 
Marshall and Lincoln 


the grade whatever 


legal to practice law 
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argument 
men like 
would make 


to 
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i e instead 
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3) Inadequate financing. one the obstacles, according to “Lega 
result being that many clas- Education in the Unit ate States.” 
ses are far too large: another Harno quotes Mr Sustice David | 
being that legal and social- J. Brewer, formerly a member of 241). Sree 
} } . £ 2 a 5.8. % S y aE “oT, PGQUCALIOCL 
legal research is far behind the U.S ae Cour The Th ie 
} : ¢ fnarce ] - a ee ee : ae enc = ne ¢ lal 
researcn in h pnysilcal, general lev el of profession-|, 
: : aie ees . 'legal ¢ day. ‘Harn 
sciences: al standing should not be lower- : erie 
3 : - aN - : a writes he trend to- 
4 Neglect of pre-legal educa- ed fcr fear some single chieftain ii 
ward it a-legal ma- 








tion and no efforts to fuse is never found.” : : 2 ree ee 

} } } } os 1 } : P ie terial in case books. Harno states 
legal and non-legal work: The best working team for the it ) nust give 

= . ; ) P . lin i ney ic a ’ ae iz nat [ lust. SI1VvE 
5’ Too little attention to public improvement of legal education | -_~ eae a eee 
] . See : . oe tS S 1ENLi 1} ent to tl in- 
cet aA poe standard s is made up of fawyels 'terplay of the com iplex forces 

6) Not practical enough: that judges and law teachers. Harno|,, € PR tig Diao 
ti A cea ivi lav ali 





‘hers 






is, the law school graduate warns his fellow law tea ‘ Sl asian’ tm 
7 . ° . , ° a a N aii < A ail aak 
is not ready to practice law against isolating themselves} .~ ~~. a tee 
. 1 1 +} : ‘ i } o Bate | aL AR n 
Just because he can pass the from the practicing bar. It is his mae . 
Law Schools, according to Har- 


opinion that relationships be- 

meet tween the two groups have im- 
the complex demands which proved markedly in recent years 
modern society makes on him, He calls the American Bar As- 
must have a deep sense of social sociation and the Association of 
responsibility and must be high- American Law Schools “mighty 
ly versatile, versatile in the sense forces for the advancement of 
of having an aptitude for new legal education.” However, the | its 
tasks,” writes Harno. lawyers in the various states bear | in 
As in the formative years of the chief responsibility for the | Directo 
our Republic, he says, there is;improvement of legal education | Boston att 
today an “atmosphere of excite- and admission to the bar, he/ed in 1954 
ment” in many of the law schools | states. “Legal Education in the United 
~that “augurs well for legal edu- Hits Unapproved Schools States” may be obtained direct- 
cation.” Of the 163 law schools in the|ly from the publisher, Bancroft- 
On the other hand, he points! United States, 39 are unapproved| Whitney Company, McAllister 
out, there is also an “atmosphere | by the American Bar Association. | and Hyde Streets, San. Francisco 
of confusion.” The case system, While the unapproved schools | (1), California, at $3.50 per copy. 


examination. 
if he is to 
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“The lawyer, 


no, shou stcck a 


student’s mi 


hut 
OUL 


it try to 
with factual ma- 
terial ould orient him to 
his surroundings, free his mind 
and make versatile. 

The Survey is now completing 
researches which began early 
1948. The final report of the 
Reginald Heber Smith. 
orney, will be publish- 
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At the North Hudson Lawyer's Club 38th Annual Dinner 


SCHUETZEN PARK, NORTH BERGEN, APRIL~9~1953 


George P. Moser. Pres. State Bar: Robert Carey. 


and Hudson County Judge August Ziegener 


Harvey Bein. Edwin P. Gordon. Emanuel H. 
Ludmer. Lawrence Wolfberg, Herman E. Bot- 
winik, Abram A. Lebson. Walter Leichter, 
Nicholas S. Rago and Nicholas S. Schloeder 


Sen. Edward J. O'Mara. Superior Court Judge 
Designate Peter P. Artaserse, Louis P. Brenner 
Com. Joseph Jialdini of North Bergen. Supreme 


Court Justice William J. Brennan. Jr., U. S. Dist. 
Court Judge Alfred E. Modarelli. Albert L. Zorn 


George P. Moser, Pres. State Bar: George J. 
Kaplan, Pres. North Hudson Lawyers Club: 
Raymond Otis, General Chairman Dinner Com- 
mittee; and Wilfred G. Mango. Secretary 
Hudson County Judge James A. Coolahan, 
Assemblyman William V. Musto, U. S. Marshal 
William T. Brady, Bergen District Court Judge 
Joseph W. Marini 

(Seated) Superior Court Judges Haydn Proctor 
and Thomas B. Stanton. (Standing) Hudson 
Ccunty Judge Paul J. Duffy and U. S. District 
Court Judge Thomas F. Meaney 


Superior Court Judge Joseph L. Smith, Bank- 
ruptcy Referee William T. Cahill, Advisory Mas- 
ter David A. Pindar, Raymond Otis, and Hudson 
County Judge August Ziegener 


Cape May County Judge Harry Tenenbaum, 
Hudson County Judge James A. Coolahan, and 
Cumberland County Judge David L. Horuwvitz. 
John J. Joel, Victor S. Kilkenny, Isadore Glaub- 
erman, Frederick J. Gassert and Ernest Modarelli 


John F. Corridon. Edward P. Vignone, Edward 
Tirello, James A. McTague. Thomas V. Weaver 
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IS THE LAW LEGAL? 





(Continued from page 1) 





but to play the game according 
to the rules. It’s not my business 
to decide whether a particular 
law is a wise or rational provi- 
sion, or whether a particular de- 
cision will, or will not, result in 
individual injustice. The law is 
one thing: justice is another.” 

But the layman may properly 
ask: “Why should this be so— 
why should law and justice be 
at loggerheads. They ought to 
coincide. They ought both to be 
human, above all, and when 
you've settled that, you’ve settled 
all.’”’ 

It sounds simple, put that way, 
to anyone of humanitarian im- 
pulse, but while the problem is 
not simple, of course, it is also 
not as complicated as the courts 
would make it appear. The courts 
dre hoist by their own petard, 
one might say, the petard being 
the archaic rule of stare decisis, 
(to abide by former precedents), 
to which most courts adhere. “It 
Justice Holmes 


is revolting,” 

said, “to have no better reason 
for a rule of law than that so it 
was laid down in the time of 


Henry IV. It is still more revolt- 
ing if the grounds upon which it 
was laid down have vanished 
long since, and the rule simply 
persists from blind imitation of 
the past.” 

The American courts borrowed 
most of the archaic rules of the 
early or “common” law from 
England, and they are loathe to 
let them go even though scme- 
times they confess that they 
cannot understand why these 
rules were adopted in the first 
place. Such a candid admission 
was made by the New Jersey Su- 
preme Court in a civil death case, 
for instance. Under the common 
law, no suit at all was possible 
in the wrongful death of a hu- 
man being, although you could 
sue for almosi anything else at 


all. It was-a queer twist which 
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actually made it cheaper to kill 
a man outright than to injure 
him however slightly. This idiotic 
rule of law was everywhere en- 
forced in America until special 
Statutes were passed in each 
state abrogating it! 

But even after the adoption of 
the so-called “remedial” statutes, 
most courts immediately applied 
another archaic rule to the ef- 
fect that “any statute in deroga- 
tion of the common law is to be 
strictly construed.” The result 
has been everywhere to keep ver- 
dicts in death cases lower than 
in cases of injury, because such 
damages are limited to ‘“pecuni- 
ary” losses. In other words, you 
can’t even today recover for the 
loss of society of a loved one, or 
for suffering or grief, all of which 
are proper items of claim where 
death does not ensue. 


The persistence of the courts 
in enforcing the medieval doc- 
trine that a “mere volunteer” 


‘Good Samaritan’ does what he 
does at his peril, has had some 


strange results in this country 
as might be expected. For ex- 
ample, in Oregon, in 1942, a 
young man of 19, Eric Jylha, 


helped a man as (to quote the 
court) “a good turn without hope 
of reward”, to start a stalled car. 
Eric was killed when the fellow 
caused the gears to mesh, and 
the car crushed him. An award 
was refused. Virtue, apparently, 
is its own reward. 

But if some selfish gain can be 
discerned, the courts are more 
lenient. Thus in Indiana, in 1937, 


a foreman noticed that a tree 
felled by his crew of men had 
struck down a pedestrian. He 
rushed over to the rescue, and 
was himself electrocuted. His 


widow was allowed to collect on 
the theory that “a man’s life was 
being snuffed out and the possi- 
bility of loss to the employer 
seemed apparent.” This finding 
(in the boldfaced words) is vital. 

A mere benefit to the employer 
may not suffice. 

In a California case, in 1933, a 
salesman met death in an auto- 
mobile accident while conveying 


a customer of his firm to the 
hospital. He was a mere volun- 
teer, declared the court, and 
there could be no award. This, 


despite the argument by the de- 
cedent’s attorney that the wel- 
fare of his customers was of 
great benefit to an employer. 
In workmen's compensation 
cases, the couris have been hard 
put to decide what to do where 
an employee is injured when he 
voluntarily goes to the rescue of 
someone. Generally, an award 
has been permitted only when 
the party rescued happens to be 
a fellow-employee. This is upon 


the theory that, as the courts 
have declared, that “any other 


rule of law would not only be in- 
human, but inexcusable and un- 
economical, and in the end would 


result in financial loss to the 
employer.” 
That the selfish, rather than 


the humane factor is what gov- 
erns is well-illustrated by two 
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| the case was sent 


similar cases which brought dif- 
“ferent results. In the first, a New 


York case in 1920, the facts were 
that a crossing watchman while 
on duty for a railroad company, 
espied a young child in great 
danger before an _ onrushing 
train. He immediately went to 
the rescue and was himself struck 
down There was an original 
award in the lower court, which 
was reversed on appeal, on the 
principle that the gateman was 
a “mere volunteer.” The acci- 
dent, the court held. actually 
occurred on the crossing of an 
adjoining railroad. so that there 
was no chance of loss in money 
to the employer of the gateman 
(Puglise v. Fonda) 


But about the same time, a 
man out in California saw the 
head of his company backing his 
auto out of the driveway, ap- 
parently not noticing a child who 





e. This Good Samaritan 
child and 


stood ther 
dashed over, saved the 


was run over himself. “To be 
sure,” temporized the _ court, 
‘claimant was not employed to 


rescue children. But certainly it 


was reasonably within the scope 
of his employment that he 
should attempt to prevent an 


accident . particularly where 
the employer would not improb- 
ably be responsible for the acci- 
dent.” 

It is likels that no- 
where in the law does the appli- 
cation of the doctrine that he 
wno does something he wasn’t 
obliged to do is nevertheless fully 
responsible for the consequences 

-and conversely, that he who 
doesn’t move a finger to do any- 
thing is guiltless—bring harsher 
results in wake than in the 


however 
nowever, 





1ts 


case of landlords. It is the gen- 
eral rule everywhere, for ex- 
ample, that a landlord is under 
no obligation to make any re- 


pairs unless he expressly agrees 
to do so in the lease. When you 


rent an apartment or anything 
else, you take it for better or 
worse, and with no assurance 





that it is inhabitable. 

A landlord, therefore, is only 
responsible when he contracts to 
make repairs and doesn’t make 
them, or being obligated to do 
so, makes them badly. He is not 
liable for the consequences if he 
was not under a duty, as the 
courts say, to make the repairs, 
or unless, not being under any 
duty, he volunteers as a good 
fellow to make them. The courts 
can be quite pitiless in this re- 
gard, on the theory perhaps that 
a iandlord whose conscience 
bothers him is fair game. 

In New Jersey, in 1939, a bank- 


ing institution which had ac- 
quired a house through fore- 
closure, was sued by a tenant 


who had fallen down the stair- 
way. There was a verdict for the 
landlord in the trial court, which 
was affirmed in the first Appel- 
late court, based upon the legal 
principle that the landlord was 
under no duty to make the re- 
pairs not having contracted to 


do so. But about this time the 
landlord decided that it ought to 
do something about the stairs 


anyway, before others fell. When 
the case got to the higher Appel- 
late court, this luckless decision 
by the landlord to be a good fel- 
low was seized upon as maybe an 
indication that the landlord had 
the duty in the first place, and 
back for a new 
trial. What happened then is not 
reported, but it is likely the land- 
lord settled for his indiscretion. 

The National City Bank in New 
York City, in 1939, had a similar 
experience of paying through the 
nose for volunteering on a job. 
It appears that it had consented 
to paint a hallway, something it 
wasn't obliged to do, and while 
doing this job, decided to go 
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Visa Function To Be 
Explained Tonight 


The Hon. Frank L. Auerbach, 
Foreign Affairs Officer the 
Visa Office of the U.S. Depart- 
ment of State will explain the 
visa function under the Immi- 
gration and Nationality Act and 
visa practice and procedure at a 
meeting tonight, at 7:30 P.M. at 


i+ 
sae 


the U.S. Court House in New 
York City. The meeting has been 
arranged by the Federal Bar 
Asscciation of New York. New 
Jersey & Connecticut and is open 


to all membe f the bar. 








whole nog and repair 
ber mats on the s 





fore the n 

rived, a tenant ban 

heid the court. on 

volunteering, the addi- 





and f 
tional reason of “‘lulling the ten- 


ant into a secur- 









se of 


false 


ity” by its gra is behavior. 
In New York, the courts there 
have held. a tenant doesn't have 








landlord made 

Merely “that 
is still wrong” 
nade no attempt 


Just twiddied 


to prove that the 
conditions 
what was wr 
Of course 
to do anytl 
thumbs 


worse. 






USL L 





his while tenants fell 
down stairs or tripped on icy 
walks, his actions would be per- 


the 


Kent 






legal. In 
courts fully endorsed tt 
a case 1940 when a 
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In Pen 1925. there 
was a W beisveen a 
landlord tenant ex- 
pressly providing that the former 
did not have any duties. Then, 


one fatal day. the landlord de- 
cided to have a carpenter fix 
Step at his expense, anyway, wit 
the result t] > found himsel 
a defendant in a suit six or seven 
months later when the tenant’s 
wife, carrying a basket of wash- 


ing, fell on the stairs. The jury 


> 


mt 





allowed an award, but the Appel- 
late court, hedging, decided that 
it could not allow such serious 





+} landia for 
ne ianaiora [or 


having 


consequences to 
the slight 
tried to do a favor. 

But this is not 
rule. In North Car : 
a landlord who lucklessly 
undertaken to do something he 
‘ould have avoided doing, plead- 
ed in a suit that he had never- 


ol 


oversignt 





had 
s1aUu 


theless hired a reliable compet- 
ent carpenter who, as a matter 


of fact “did not actually make. 
or attempt to make any repairs 
to the said steps etc.’ This at- 
tempt to wriggle out from under 
did not succeed, however, the 
courts holding that having 
promised to do something, he 
had to proceed to a finish. The 
fact is that, in most states. the 
more you do, the bigger the 
damage verdict can be. 

Yet, one may properly inquire. 
what reason is there for uphold- 
ing a rule of law which in effect 
revises the Golden Rule to read: 
“do unto others as you would 
have them do unto you—at your 
own risk!""? A rule of law which 
would take no steps to castigate 
a man for allowing a fellow- 
human to perish before his eyes, 
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RACTS or proceedings in Superior and United States 


CHES in Superior Court of New Jersey and United States 


THE STATE CAPITAL TITLE & ABSTRACT CO. 


of proceedings or corporate 


any of the departments at 


TRENTON TRUST BLDG. 
TRENTON 8, N. J. 
Tei. TRenton 6-8439 





NNN 


able to the Court 
ing may be set « 
provided that no 


yn the petition: 
reports of any 





agency available to the Court 
Shall be filed with or become a 
part of the records of the case 
nor shall any facts therein set 
orth be considered in the hear- 
ing unless established by com- 
petent eviden subject to the 
right of cross examination and 
to the right esenting con- 
trary evidence 

Sec. 13. ‘Pre-hearing Confer- 
ences.) The C shall direct 
the parties an ) ttorneys to 
appear before it for one or more 
prehearing rences to con- 
sider any matter that may aid in 
the dispositi the proceed- 
ing. These conferences shall be 


ind shall be 
basis of medi- 


closed to the } 
conducted on 


ation rather than -ontest. 

Sec. 14. (Resumption of Form- 
er Name.) The Court, upon 
granting to A a divorce, 
may allow resume her 
maiden name r the name of 
any former 


of Chil- 
affect the 


Sec. 15. ‘Legitimacy 
dren.) No divorce shall 
legitimacy 

Sec. 16 


dren 
uaTrel 


(Cust ind Mainten- 








ance of Childre Court, in 
conjunction h proceedings 
under this A n the applica- 
tion of either party, may make 
such order concernin g any minor 
child or childr the parties 
as it deems expedient and for the 
benefit of the cl children, 
and may award the custody of 
any child or child) as the in- 
terests of t] hild children 
require, and make provision 
for the educa mainten- 
ance of the child hildren out 
f the property of either or both 


of the parents 
Sec. 17. (A 
Rights.) 


d Property 


Sec. 17.01. ‘Alim 1 In any 
proceeding brough inder this 
Act, the wife band, when 
it is just and equitable, shall be 
awarded temporary or perman- 
ent alimony, but yrder or de- 
cree for alimony shall be entered 
until the court determined 
the condition of the life of the 
parties and tl imstances 


Sec. 17.02 Property Settle- 


ment.) The Court ma order the 
husband or wife the case may 
be, to pay the ot party such 
sum of money, 0! nvey to the 
other party such re * personal 
property, payable be con- 
veyed either by in- 
stallments, as ettlement of 

of ali- 


property 
mony, 
able. 


rights in lieu 
he ec ns eqult- 


an + 
as U 


Sec. 17.03 ( veyance of 
Title. When a div is grant- 
ed, if it shall appear to the Court 
that either party the title 

property equi belonging 
to the other, the Court shall or- 
der conveyance here to be 
made to the party; tled to the 
same, upon such terms as it shall 


deem equitable 

Sec. 17.04. (Se ity for Pay- 
ment.) The Cour order a 
spouse herein to give reasonable 
security for any payment or pay- 
ments ordered, court 
has reason to believe that the 


the 


sllan 
ing 


spouse is or may be u! or 
unlikely to pay the other 
spouse has been legally adjudged 
mentally ill. 

Sec. 18. ‘Alimony and Support 
Rights of Ment Ill] Spouse.) 


Divorce shall 


When a Decree 





be granted under Act, and 
one of the spouses shall be men- 
tally ill, said Decree ll pro- 
vide. 
(1) That the obliga on of the 
sane spouse for alimony and 
Support shall not be terminat- 


ed thereby, and 

(2) That the property and 

dower rights of the mentally 

ill spouse shall be preserved by 

the Court insofar as is equit- 

able and proper 

Sec. 19. (Costs, Expenses and 
| Attorney’s Fees.) At any time af- 


ter service of summons and prop- 


er notice to husband or wife.| 
the Court may require either | 
spouse to pay to the other such | 


before a hear- | 


Announcement 


Thomas F. Shebell announces 
that Carl Olsan, formerly of 
Newark, is now associated with 
him inm~he general practice of 
law at 713 Bangs Ave., Asbury 
Park. 











Sum or sums of money that may 
enable that spouse to maintain 
or defend the matter, or any 
appeal thereof, and the Court 
may make such order with re- 
ference to attorney’s fees as may 
seem just and equitable, and 
such fees shall be made pay- 
able to the attorney entitled 
thereto and judgment may be 
entered and execution levied ac- 
cordingly. 

Sec. 20. 


(Reference.) The 


Court may refer any matter af- 
fecting the custody and main- 
tenance of children, attorney’s 
fees, or costs, expenses, alimony 
and property rights of the par- 
ties, to a Master in Chancery, 
Special Commissioner, or any of- 


ficer having the powers thereof, 
to take and report the evidence 
with or without his conclusions 
as to the facts and the law, 
the court may direct. 

Sec. 21. (Injunctive Powers.) 

Sec. 21.01. (Persons.) The Court 
may restrain or enjoin either 
spouse from leaving the jurisdic- 
tion or from in any in- 


as 


manner ir 
terposing any restraint upon the 
personal liberty of, or from 
harming, interfering with or mo- 
lesting the other spouse, as long 
as the Court, in its discretion, 
deems necessary. 

Sec. 21.02. ‘(Reconciliation 
The Court may restrain and en- 
join any other person who is 
made a party to the matter from 
doing or threatening to do any 
act calculated to prevent or in- 
terfere with a reconciliation of 
husband and wife, other am- 
icable acjustment, during the 
pendency thereof. 

Sec. 21.03. (Assets.) The Court 
may restrain and enjoin either 
spouse, or any other person, from 
in any manner disposing, or per- 
mitting the disposition, the 
assets or property of either party 
hereto 

Sec 


or 


ot 


Whoever 
with 


22. (Contempt.) 
wilfully refuses to comply 
any order of the court may be 
declared by the Court to be in 
contempt of Court and punished 


therefor, provided that no ali- 
mony shall accrue during the 
period in which a party is im- 
prisoned for failure to comply 
with the Court’s order to pay 
alimony. 

Sec. 23. ‘Modification of De- 
cree.) No order of alimony may 


be made subsequent to the decree 


in any case in which the decree 

(1) Recites an express waiver of 
alimony, or 

(2) Provides for a money or 
property settlement in lieu of 


alimony, or 


(3) Contains a denial of alimony. 


or 
(4) Fails to reserve the right to 

alimony. 

Sec. 23.01. (Alimony. Custody 
and Support.) The Court may 


make 


from time to .time 
alterations in the allowance of | 
alimony and in the care, custody 


and support of children, as shall} 


appear reasonable and proper. 

Sec. 23.02. (Jurisdiction Ac- 
quired After Decree.) At any time 
after the entry of a decree for 
divorce, the Court then upon ob- 
taining personal jurisdiction of 
the person to be affected ad- 


versely by the order, by service 
of summons or proper notice, 
may make such order for ali- 


mony and for the care and sup- 
port of children as from 


such | 


the evi- | 


Penn. Adopts Uniform 
Commercial Code 


Governor Fine has signed into 
law the Uniform Commercial 
Code which was enacted by the 
Pennsylvania Legislature as 
Pennsylvania's commercial code 
earlier this year. The code will 
become effective July 1, 1954. 











dence and nature of the case, 
shall be reasonable and proper 
Sec. 23.03. (Remarriage After 


Decree.) A party shall not be 
entitled to alimony after mar- 
riage, except that such party 
Shall be entitled to receive all 
alimony which shall have be- 


come due prior to the date of the 
said marriage, or unpaid install- 


ments of any settlement in lieu 
of alimony ordered to be paid 
or conveyed in the decree. 


Sec. 23.04 (Death After De- 
cree.) The death of a party for 
whose benefit a decretal order 
for alimony or support has been 
made, or the death of a party 
adversely affected by such a de- 
cretal order, shall automatically 
dissolve the order, unless the de- 
cree provides otherwise. 


Sec. 24. (Decrees and Orders 
of Sister States.) The decrees 
and orders of courts in sister 
states shall be given the same 
force and effect and shall be 


same supplemen- 
tary proceedings as ‘he decrees 
and orders of this Court; provid- 
ed that the defenses available 
before said sister courts shall be 
railable before this Court. 
Sec. 25. ‘(Dower and Other Es- 
tate.) When a decree of divorce 
has been entered the offending 
spouse shall not thereafter be 
entitled to dower or other estate 
granted by the laws of this state 
the real and personal estate 
owned by the other spouse during 
the marriage, unless the parties 
agree otherwise. 

Sec. 26. (Remarriage.) Noth- 
ing in this Act shall be construed 
to bar either party from con- 
tracting another marriage after 
the entry of a decree of divorce. 

Sec. 27. (Partial Invalidity.i 
The invalidity of any provision 
of this Act shall not affect the 
remainder of the Act 

Sec. 28. (Miscellaneous Provis- 
ions.) All Acts, or parts of Acts, 


subject to the 


2 
a 


in 
ail 


inconsistent with this Act, are 
hereby repealed. 

Sec. 29 This Act shall become 
effective on the day of 
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secured by 
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972 Broad St., Newark, N. J. 
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rigid investigation. 
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“COMPENSABLE OCCUPATIONAL DISEASES” 


A Complete Service for Establishing Proof 


IDENTIFICATION OF HARMFUL SUBSTANCES and PROCESSES 
EVALUATION OF EXPOSURE HAZARDS 


PREPARATION FOR TRIAL 
RESEARCH AGENCY 
Director 


MArket 2-8392 


JACOB L. BALK, 
1060 Broad Street, Newark 2, N. J. 
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SUPREME COURT OF NEW JERSEY Racing gp lye BN alle CLERKSHIP WANTED =| EMPLOYMENT WANTED 
Week of April 20, 1953 ye 27 ion i taal LAW AND DARTMOUTH GR. Ye NGA roRNI ea AW REVI 
Judge David L. Horuvitz to the Bergen County Court, not 97 640 852) 965 Se tee ie cate fee ff 
jnclucing April 20 and 21, 1953: a 692 = a Availa J is z 
Judge Mzershal Hunt to the Essex County Court, not including 4}1 924 2533 GAL STI « SECRETA 
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Judge Henry F. Schenk to the Bergen County Court, not in- aa eid si ei eid coil e tt FOUL 
eluding April 20 and 21, 1953; 929 604 _in M . we a 
Judge C. Thomas Schettins to the Law Division of the Superior aid Bo a sala vd B 149. ‘ - FOR RENT 
Court, Essex County; 2198 R92 i 4 We a eesticae 
Judge William P. Tallman to the Essex County Court, 0 fire 2 
including Apvil 21 and 24, 1953; and 769 W : 1 s 
Judge Harry Tenenbaum to the Hudson County Court |) 2-2 c-2 2 yi 
including April 20 and 21, 1953. 572 - 
Week of April 27, 1953 ra aa sit f 
Judge Marshall Hunt to the Essex County Court: 176 3 ) 
Judge S. Rusling Leap to the Bergen County Court, not includ- 27° 4 ae 1 e 
ing May 1, 1933; 276 262 273 g ey 
Judge George T. Naame to the Hudson County Court 274 208¢ . ~ FOR SAil : 
Judge Wiliam P. Tallman to the Essex County Court, not - 370 2 314 6 ° a a ee) eee eee 
cluding May 1953; and 5 27 2721 53 ~ sos 
Judge Jchn B. Wick to the Bergen County Court 026 27 272% 0 2 
s/ ARTHUR T. VANDERBILT C so ' ae 
C. J. 026 7 ° - ee _ 
NORMAN N. POPPER | 22P2intments of Clapp, 27; = nEND WANTED ast 
ai Artaserse and Tomasulo = 2542 diate as 
REGISTERED PATENT 8 272 2482 aa ee = 
ATTORNEY Confirmed 5 2622 6 ATTORNEY FOR SALE 
17 Academy St., Newark 2, N. J. = ; — 2725 2799 049 REAL ESTATE CORPORATE ORTI 
; Mitchell 2-1406 The appointments of Alfred ¢ amie 1 2035 Matur ; 5 Snes Rec ‘ UND heed 
rrailahle to attorneys only Clapp, Peter P. Artaserse and 3; 7 . r j : 
‘ 67 577 45 z s LE ROx MILLAR 
Nicholas A. Tomasulo as Judges °9;5 379 weed . matters, 102 No. Main St., Paterson. ‘J 
LICENSED BonpveD | Of the Superior Court were con- ioace gee gs for Pre-Trial before Judge mitted New York a LAmbert 3-1803 
Hanus Detective Ager Armed on Monday by the Senate 795 1581 208 5 LEGAL NOTICES : — 
DIVORCE SPECIALIST Passaic Bar To Hold = 2?” 79 - : DEPAl [MENT OF ahane 
ELizabeth 2-3359, 2151 OER 7 CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
1143 E. Jersey St. Charles Hanus Tax Forum “399 22 5 2464 gd whum these presents may com s 
Elizabeth, N. J. Principal - 2431 ; 25 701 WHEREAS. It appears to my satisfacti - 
a! The Passaic County Bar As- ,772 254 264 FY Fig legged ee ng ne Reads cased 
ciation, at its next regular "327 2714 278 2666 oe Al ? Sr cietca . 
nonthly meeting to be held April be 4 I “328 q 2 h ' 
27, 1953, at 8 P.M., at the Alex- 1113 BaS = ee tenes cette gl Se. Ee Beaders Sir . 
der Hamilton Hotel, Paterson, Cases scheduled for Pre-Trial be Ae Des ir 
| conduct a tax forum. Leo M. "rer Wek of Bert 8 a me r erved "hes —— : EEE 
2cgers of Paterson will act as Con. C 381 27€ 74 en an Pk LAW CLERK WANTE! 
Mederator. Harold Kamens of «g 2787 2784 of this Certificate, ee Cae (olen SIR 
Passaic will speak generally on ~ : fang gered ee ican 18 
"state Planning. Leopold Frank- 262 2800 corns sat the aald corporat 5 a 
l cf Paterson will speak on Buy 309 3 riited 5 YEARS EXPERIENCE 
id Fell Agreements in connec- 27 932 86 ed t r APPRAISER 
oe , 275 242 248 2583 said ad REAL & PERSONAL PROPERT 
icr with estate planning. A 900 6 271 oo ae ety — og Mig reunite an ee TAX a 
question and answer period will Fi 578 35 IN ESTIMONY | WHEREOF, P, E ig ioe, co $ 
i : follow. , 2651 fixed my official seal, at Trenton M. R. LANES 
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SS" LAWYERS-CLINTON TITLE INSURANCE 
ae COMPANY OF NEW JFRSEY 


fing oi A sound company engaged 
OS ii exclusively in the examina- 
— tion and insurance of titles 
to real estate. 





AL idtiias 

‘@: Stock & Transfer Ledger 

@ #0 Corporate Desk Seal: 

£@ 3 Ring Minute Book with Booster 

@ Book of Lithographed Stock Certificates OH 
With Printed Minutes . :... $14.00 / Sew 
Gold Lettering on all Books . . . $1.00 ex. 
Pocket Seal in lieu of Desk Seal . . . $1.50 ex. 

OFFICE 


ALL-STATE Sito. 


67 SPRINGFIELD AVE., NEWARK 3, N. J. 
PHONE: MARKET 2-4290 


Z. H. POLACHEK 
Reg. Patent Attorney 
1234 BROADWAY (at 31st: 
New York 1, N.Y. 
Phone: LO. 5-3088 








A New Jersey Corporation—ORGANIZED 1928—Serving New Jersey 
7 NELSON PLACE op. Essex County Hall of Records NEWARK, NJ. 
Mitchell 2-7875 
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